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Dear Howard, 

Until the moll cotana, I'm solnjj to try ona ans .&r the letters I pot 
yesterday. I x,lli not Oir.rt Filllruier until I can so strelght tUrough it. 

trenscripts: I’ve already etarted a set la circula- 
ion. Hoch tea t ^en. rullct;* Littlas ground: agreed, oe you Icnov. from my 

Ulehelori'Bsichloy, end our dlBCUBBlcua. I tuink tnere ia some of 
this in tuere. But I ctuourtgo you to regord all these eltnencea wxtu the most 
jeunaiced eye, net to tc carried away b: cause tuey may any whet you went. I 4 o 
not believe seme oi* tliem could Lave seen woet they report# 

engtsed in e nessle on tnis with the Archives 
loi e ieng I ve complettd the summary you startea, irf.ll be typing it as 

oof,n f'C I can end going frori there, ju’y re!.,uests here remain unenewered,” 

* *1 careful not to Six a wlshHil-thinklng interpretetion 

1 testlmcny, Klee where you o.uote icccmcletaly from 7.T1I and Sibert- 

0 xlelll. They made e cursory, visual exemlnation as soon es-while they vere- 
unwreprlng the body, -as tale not a minimum necessity? I think there is no 
nel tr read e sonspiratorial Interpretation into this and reason not to. in 
the absence of real reason to the contrary. This you do not cits. How could 
they -otermlne^^wnich y-loturaa and X-rays to order before cutting without such 
sn ex 83 _naticn< laey studied the wound enough to neve no doubt tnere nad been 
G tracheotomy, for example. You do not quote this from 3 - 0 . MC the interpre- 
tation you put on emptying the room 1. clso not whet I would. ^ not total 
2., peopls still tnore, alterward? Not all sinult^neously, but still closo to a 

recorded. Too many for the elandeSlnr^e^^J 
L a bulla t, an^ the wrong onea: .'uallerman would not have boon silent. ..Uso, 
there was not en'<usa ti.mo for sa.ot you postulate, not for tne kind of exem'na- 

2rr have required, the kind th«t really they knew they had to do 

^ iter liLn wes ezplosed# 

Tu 4 Jnfff •■’y the bullSt nit bone. 

llhitGd: spins or rib (RUII). Dick, who-le expert 

hitwi«®bonrTv iT ""“k coul" hove f.rrptentod vrf?hout 

Kin .1.^14 2 °** -ellova bone wee hit, know it. must have bean with a Incketed 

the official villain, end have Cyril to support we.j ter 'V this up 
with Jim aorw toon a year ago. •ami. up 

Bonner: no book adds notnin_- to wuet we ki-oe, ncthinr v<i migat con- 
-iusr 08 procBUve in bearing on ire evidonee. its molo poaslbie posltlto value 
SB in 1.3 role, os semi-official police opology. Rjt she is so completoly 
unaware oi want happened, so completely a Jwllce buff end wlllinv to say my- 

ridiculous, even here nothing sne says can be accepted^ 
without Independent confirmation. Sorry tte corbon wes sc blurred. I exnect no 
answer, i we.: making a record, tnjit is all. Onlass taere la .ground 
v-c :ublisner/uistributor, wnicu I did, else without response. 



for bo^nerlng 



+h 1 *“• "delitwr". Hot iiuTies’ hondwrlting. And 

th^s^fiLthf^ Tt ^ ° Galloway went over 

thvs together. It does not mean that soraeoao else was engaged In the actual 

f 1, editing. I think It if also luteresting 

r>f tiio tZ cose, in 1964 I made a wcrd-wor-t?ord comps rlson 

of the two versiens. but 1 hove mlsflMd it and haven't seen it since.. ..I aiso 

dould hove been the typlstfts, If she were told to .-nalcB t-ls change... I will not 
use Fllllnger materiel,,# 
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2/26-botli: quote of I prefer my intorpretatlon (R! or Wfll), ta^ all 

non-qillitary parsonaal irere put oo>. over my list of ^tio remiiined. /.ll 
four agent 3 did remain. 

2/27^ me: Slides: agreed* Do yru residues still remain? 

Not? tiist I tialalc of it, thece may be ottier values In the color. Having gotten 
them to molce slides, ;?hictx are within reach, insteod of only color nrints, I 
think this may help in out »U8ogreemont on intemretotioa with Dick. 

Md^-^llman: there already remains nothin': of the C'^ntontion Ilin was 
et the ‘I’ip-nlt scene on time. 

Spec tor-Shaney felt; I do not know whot you havo in nind. T go into 
this in both first booV5?, extensively in the nc'^ond. Pa -h5*pr sor'^ething there 
may nelp pru. I alsn pugge t that '• hlle neither witness can be regardei as 
innocent of wiiat wjpecter was up to, it Is even less possible with Shaneyfelt. 

^0 had to kno and understenc exectly whet bpecter’wes doing - and ovcidiag.. 

There is another t^lng about Sh you should bear in mind, -^e has a protoctlon 
h !cec docs not* he was testifying about only what he h-i d done. Unless you know 
het nis instructions were-and tney were v^ ry limited- ylu may inhibit your- 
alef here, he was never tola to either in7estigatc or snlvo crime. V(ht n the 
time comes, Dick end 1 will better undertsand whst you ore up to end can tnen 
offer opinions either ivny, 

Sack :w>uud: you reflect incompletely ’That told/showed you. ^t is 
I who told you to test this on your father. Were you onto any of tais before me? 

1 used tne word ** duplicating’ on purpose. ic dot, for eramplo, stealing. You 
have tokon my work, whet I told you about, ''»ad arc duplfccotlng it by picture- 
taking you had not dona before I told/ you. Yhink this over for yourself. Oping 
back to your firac vlait here enc what I showed you. If you trill stop end esk 
youraslf onothar queatl'in, whet do the pictures odd to my "work? Nothing, really. 
They sre ath beat a visuol representation and,, os I wrote you lost, oight, that 
WB3 already done by iTorman. 

i do not care about tna shirt slits, but it ia I who first reised this 
with Dick and Osry in arguing about a front -entrance, if you got it from Dickie 
correspondence, this is how he got it. lie origlnolly (psi-he-js stiii does, I do 
not rocell) felt otherwise, aseveryone did. But be circumspect. 1 suspect the 
hoocle I*m m&ldniT; on tlo? pictures is encuugh to alert. I elco think I have this 
in Ri III. Whet you sdded here, if I resell, is the unused doctor. If I get the 
pictures I*m trying to get, 1^11 let ycu sec them. You ore correct, I do net 
roccll aver knowing that Uo-'ver geve ^arper elides tc the V7C because the Archives 
told me otherwise beck in mld-1966, rher. I dircevered that... 

By DOW you should have '^Isber’s letto** sr.d my reply. You will now ilso 
see the great value of your letter, which eelPabiiah<^D the existence of at least 
some of the records ss a matter or fret rather th^n logic.. .1 think you’d have 
enjoyed my phone vonvereetion witfji iblepps, who hf-s beon most vrevously misin- 
formed enu, if ne does wnat I sugv^stec, will learn it. It remains to ts seen 
wnat influence, if 6' y, this ate on nim/KleindieBst/i^tchell. etc. ..V»ouIa 
heveioved to have been with Fisher v.*lion he my lettcrl Second, that i*?. ‘ 

^ov;erd, 1 am not offended by tne hack-round stuff, r-jnd, with more years 
to draw upon tatjn you, understand whet pernepa you cannot, for nothing substitutes 
for experience. I also nave other tnlngs than * have made explicit in mind, end in 
time you will learn this for yourself. I’ll give you a hint: T’m thinking of you 
more than me. 

The mail should be here now. Best regards, ond my complements to a petleit 
model. Why not take advantage of him end measure the possible variations? Best. 



